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is beginning to show some signs of suc-
cess?

I believe we all know the sensible an-
swer to that question.

We must not yield.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
MENENDEZ). The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

———

FREE INTERNET ACCESS

Mr. STEVENS. Mr. President, since
its inception, the Internet has provided
a powerful economic boost to our Na-
tion, especially in rural areas. It has
become an important everyday tool for
millions of Americans, a valuable edu-
cational resource, and a powerful
mechanism for communication.

To ensure the Internet’s benefits are
available to as many people as pos-
sible, Congress should reduce obstacles
to broadband access. One way to ac-
complish this goal is to prevent taxes
from being imposed on Internet access,
because such taxes will only drive up
the overall cost of the use of the Inter-
net.

The Internet Tax Freedom Act, first
passed by Congress in 1998, established
a moratorium on State and local gov-
ernments’ ability to tax Internet ac-
cess. Extended in 2004, that morato-
rium will expire on November 1—less
than 2 months from today. Legislation
has been introduced in both the House
and Senate to extend the Internet tax
moratorium. I have been supportive of
such legislation and expressed support
when the Senate Commerce Committee
explored the issue at a hearing on May
23 of this year.

Our chairman, Senator INOUYE, has
been very supportive of the concept of
keeping taxes off the Internet.

Tremendous investment, growth, and
innovation in broadband deployment
has occurred since the moratorium was
first adopted. In order for this progress
to continue, Congress should extend
the Internet tax moratorium before it
expires this fall.

If it is not extended by November 1,
more states could take the opportunity
to quickly pass laws and impose new
taxes on the Internet. Such taxes
would only serve to expand the digital
divide between those who can afford
broadband access and those who can-
not.

The Internet has allowed States such
as Alaska to compete on a more level
playing field. Alaskans are now able to
market their goods to customers in the
lower 48 and around the world, which is
especially beneficial for small busi-
nesses located in remote areas. Im-
proved broadband access has also
eliminated distance barriers for edu-
cation and medicine, providing rural
areas with a higher quality of life.
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Faster, cheaper Internet access also
helps drive America’s economic engine
and creates new jobs. Continued
broadband deployment will help ensure
America keeps this competitive edge.
Without it, our Nation will fall behind
in the global economy. If discrimina-
tory taxes are imposed on Internet ac-
cess, our country will face a real dan-
ger, and the rest of the world will no
longer look to the United States for
Internet innovations.

The date the Internet tax morato-
rium is set to expire—November 1—is
fast approaching. It is my hope Con-
gress will act to extend this important
moratorium before that deadline ar-
rives.

While the expiration of the Internet
tax moratorium is the most pressing
broadband issue before Congress right
now, several more issues should also be
addressed to encourage greater
broadband deployment and availability
in this country. First and foremost,
universal service should be updated so
that rural America has the same
broadband opportunities as the rest of
America. This will require the work of
both Congress and the Federal Commu-
nications Commission.

Additionally, the Government should
try to stay away from doing things
that would reverse the recent policy
trends of encouraging broadband de-
ployment through free market prin-
ciples.

I sincerely hope that the Congress
will act to extend this moratorium in a
prompt fashion.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

The Senator from Pennsylvania is
recognized.

————

9/11 REMEMBRANCES IN
PENNSYLVANIA

Mr. CASEY. Mr. President, I rise for
a few moments to do something that I
had hoped to do yesterday but didn’t
have the opportunity in the midst of
our hearings on Iraq and so much else
going on. I don’t want to miss the op-
portunity to commend so many people
in Somerset County in Pennsylvania,
who, on two occasions—Monday night
and, of course, yesterday—were observ-
ing the 9/11 remembrances.

In the case of the Monday night
event I attended at the Somerset Alli-
ance Church in Somerset, PA, I wanted
to commend them for so much. There
are several groups—I will not mention
names—such as the National Park
Service, of course, that helped bring
that event together, as well as doing so
much other work at the crash site; the
families of Flight 93, the Flight 93 Ad-
visory Commission, the Flight 93 Me-
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morial Task Force, and so many others
too numerous to name.

On Monday night, the service I at-
tended was a night of grief, a night of
gratitude, and I think a night of re-
newal. There was grief in the obvious
sense that we still grieve for those who
perished heroically on September 11,
2001, at every site—in this case in
Shanksville, Somerset County, PA.
Certainly, it was a night to grieve.

It was also a night to express grati-
tude in two ways at least: One, grati-
tude for those who gave their lives he-
roically so that the plane crashed in
Pennsylvania instead of coming here to
destroy the Capitol or some other part
of our Government, and where more
lives might have been lost, as well as,
I think, to express gratitude to those
brave Americans on that plane, but
also to express the gratitude of the
people who came after that tragedy in
Somerset County, where the families,
in particular, wanted to use this Mon-
day night ceremony to thank the peo-
ple of Somerset County. So many peo-
ple have provided some measure of
comfort over all these 6 years to the
families who loved and lost. So I think
it was also a night for gratitude.

Finally, it was a night to express our
shared feeling of renewal, renewing not
just our commitment to take care of
those families and to do all we can to
help them, but also our collective re-
newal to continue the fight for the
ages—the fight against terrorism all
across our country and across the
world. So it was a night to renew our
commitment to that basic shared
promise that we make to each other
that we will never stop fighting against
terrorism, and we will be ever vigilant
against this threat to all of America
and, indeed, to the world.

I wanted to pay tribute to those in
Somerset County who came together
this past Monday night for a ceremony
entitled ‘“The Spirit of Community: A
Service of Remembrance for the Pas-
sengers and Crew of Flight 93.” 1
thank, in particular, the families for
paying tribute to those in the commu-
nity of Somerset County who have
helped them.

Mr. President, I suggest the absence
of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to
call the roll.

Mr. BROWNBACK. I ask unanimous
consent that the order for the quorum
call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mrs.
McCASKILL). Without objection, it is so
ordered.

EASTERN CONGO

Mr. BROWNBACK. Madam President,
I rise to speak on a situation now de-
veloping to which I hope my colleagues
will pay some attention. If we get in-
volved at an early phase, it may be
something we can head off rather than
have it develop full scale. And I will
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have some pictures. I am talking about
the situation in the Democratic Repub-
lic of Congo.

We have seen a situation there where
thousands of people have been dying on
a monthly basis. It had been stabilizing
some with the U.N. policing force that
was in the area, the largest in the
world. Now it is escalating again. It
had stabilized. It is something we have
to get after right now and, if we can, it
might be such that we can stop it from
spreading. But we have to pay some at-
tention to it and look at it now.

Not even 12 months after their first
free elections in 40 years, the fragile
stability of the entire country is at
stake. Senator DURBIN and I visited
there about a year and a half ago. It
was starting to achieve some stability.
They hadn’t voted yet for the election.
Now we are seeing the present situa-
tion in eastern Congo, specifically in
an area called North Kivu, gravely de-
teriorating. According to the U.N. re-
lief agencies, we have seen nearly 40,000
people displaced this month. We saw
another 100,000 displaced in June, in ad-
dition to the 100,000 displaced in Janu-
ary, all from this year. So nearly a
quarter million people have been dis-
placed in this one region.

These displacements come from ris-
ing tensions between the renegade Gen-
eral Nkunda and those loyal to the
Congolese Government. Nkunda says
he is protecting the Tutsi-Congolese
minority from the Congolese Govern-
ment and from the Hutu militias.
These are militias that fled Rwanda
after committing genocide there in
1994. So this has a connection to Rwan-
da. That is what is so deadly about it.
We have seen it activated before, and it
is deadly.

Neither General NKkunda nor the
Hutu militias have ever been disarmed,
raging havoc on the civilian population
for years. The fighting between
Nkunda’s rebels and Congolese forces
has spilled into the Virunga Mountains
where the mountain gorillas reside, the
sole place where this endangered spe-
cies lives, a species so close to extinc-
tion already, yet nine were Kkilled this
year in fighting.

President Kagame of Rwanda said
Monday that Nkunda has legitimate
political grievances against the Congo-
lese Government. We have to call him
on that. President Kagame stated
Nkunda was simply protecting a sec-
tion of the Congolese from extermi-
nation, but there are no reported ac-
tions against the Tutsi-Congolese.

This can be kind of convoluted on
names, but this is how it started the
first time around, a rebel general say-
ing: I am protecting the people in the
minority. Then they started attacking
the people. People fled into refugee
camps, and more died. When you flee
for your life in these areas of the
Congo, there is not always another
town or village to go into. One area
where there was fighting over the
weekend took place in a settlement vil-
lage—a refugee camp from a conflict 10
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years earlier. It burned the village sim-
ply because the people could not return
to their previous homes. Now, due to
fighting, they are homeless and fleeing
once again.

I want to show a few pictures because
it always seems we talk about numbers
when we talk about distant places.
People say: Well, I am sure that goes
on all the time. It doesn’t. It doesn’t
need to go on at all. It helps people to
see that there are real people who suf-
fer.

Here is a picture of a mother who
brought her child into a therapeutic
feeding camp because the child was
dying of starvation due to constant
movement of the family from village to
village. The child became sick when
they had no other place to go but the
jungle to seek refuge. That happens
when there is no stabilized place; chil-
dren die in particular. Others do too.

Here is a 2-year-old who caught ma-
laria due to the family hiding for so
long in the bush after having fled their
home. Malnourishment was quick to
follow, as the family could find no food
in the bush. So we have a 2-year-old
with malaria, malnourished, on the
verge of death.

This room is where about 75 to 90
women and children stay when they
are receiving medical treatment and
food supplements from a village clinic
in the village of Kitchanga in North
Kivu Province of Congo. This shows the
crowded conditions into which people
are forced.

Here is a 3-year-old who was diag-
nosed with malaria, tuberculosis, and
malnourishment from hiding in the
jungle with his family. Every breath he
took was preceded by a raspy cough
due to the stage of tuberculosis. His
mother wanted to get him to a health
clinic earlier but had to hide the fam-
ily in the bush for several weeks be-
cause the road into town had been
blocked by a militia.

These are real people suffering, dying
because of this situation.

This is a 3-year-old diagnosed with
malaria. They began treatment for the
malaria, and his body rejected the
treatment. They found that while he
had been eating about once a day, he
was anemic due to lack of nutrition in
the food his family had been able to
find in the jungle as they hid from mi-
litia groups that had burned their vil-
lage and home to the ground. His body
began to shut down. He rejected the
oral and IV treatments. This 3-year-old
passed away within 6 hours of rejecting
the IV treatments, 15 minutes after
this photo was taken.

These are real lives and real people. I
have shown a few of them from this
raging war that goes on while we have
a blind eye to it.

Sexual violence and rape is also on
the rise in Congo. The Washington Post
reported the intensity and frequency of
the rape is worse in the DRC than any-
where else in the world. The U.N. emer-
gency relief agencies report that 4,500
cases of sexual violence have been re-
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ported since January of 2007 in this one
province alone. We are looking at, in
less than 9 months, 4,500 cases of sexual
violence in one province. Women are
brutally raped in front of crowds, fami-
lies, husbands, resulting in serious
physical and emotional trauma. I vis-
ited a hospital with Senator DURBIN in
the eastern city of Goma where women
could be treated for ailments due to
brutal rapes. Because of their condi-
tion, many women are outcasts from
their community and families, and the
pain goes on.

I have made a number of trips to Af-
rica, most recently to Ethiopia in Jan-
uary. We must be engaged in this con-
tinent. It is a humanitarian cause. It is
a growing strategic cause. As China
tries to integrate more into Africa and
militant Islamists engage more as well,
we need to be engaged—if not for a
strategic reason, look at the faces of
the people who are dying—in helping
them out.

I urge my colleagues to examine this
troubling situation. Today, there will
be a letter circulating to Secretary
Rice urging the State Department to
take more action against these atroc-
ities in a forgotten area of the world
and find ways to be an increasing force
for good in this part of the world. We
can help with the malnourishment sit-
uation. Ultimately, we also have to
speak to the Rwandan Government and
to the Congolese Government and to
the U.S. forces in that area to take
care of the people and to knock it off
and for us to step up our engagement.

Ultimately, I speak for the people of
Congo because I think we should care
about them. It is our goodness that
leads to our greatness as a country. It
is something we should be interested
in. We said about Rwanda: Never again.
Now we are seeing even sections of that
fight continue 15 years later and infect-
ing Congo. We said never again; we
should mean never again. We should be
engaged. We need to become the kind
of people who are strong to protect the
weak.

This week, we had an excellent re-
port from General Petraeus on military
action in a key part of the world. I am
delighted that press was delivered and
that we can now discuss the political
solution. I don’t think we are on an ef-
fective political track. We need to do
that. I just came from a consumer
product safety hearing on Chinese
products, the failure of those products.
We need to address that. But we also
should not ignore places that are less
obvious to us in the world, where there
is carnage and deprivation and humani-
tarian need. We can be more involved.

I urge my colleagues to sign on to
this letter. I urge them to get inter-
ested. Let us mean ‘‘never again’ and
do something about it.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The assistant legislative clerk pro-
ceeded to call the roll.
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Mr. MCCONNELL. Madam President,
I ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

————
ATTORNEY GENERAL NOMINEE

Mr. McCONNELL. Madam President,
the Senate will soon be asked to con-
firm a new Attorney General. For the
past several months, our Democratic
colleagues have pleaded for this very
thing. They have spoken at length
about the importance of the Justice
Department and the urgent need to in-
stall new leadership there as soon as
possible.

They do not want to make the pick.
All they want is someone with ‘“‘integ-
rity”’ and ‘‘experience,”’” who ‘‘respects
the rule of law,” and who can ‘‘hit the
ground running.” These are their
words. The senior Senator from New
York has assured us he and his col-
leagues will not ‘‘obstruct or impede”’
such a nominee—again, their own
words. This was their plea and their
promise.

It now appears, however, that despite
these promises, some of our Demo-
cratic colleagues may indeed obstruct
and impede.

Roll Call reported Monday that
Democrats on the Judiciary Committee
may intentionally—intentionally—
delay confirmation of the next nomi-
nee, whoever he or she is, in order to
extract still more administration docu-
ments in the U.S. attorneys matter. It
cited one Democratic leadership aide
as saying that ‘it would not be sur-
prising if Democrats decide to take
their time on the nomination as a way
to force the administration’s hand.”

So our Democratic colleagues have
repeatedly told us that the central con-
cern in all of this was the health and
well-being of the Justice Department.
Yet now they say they are willing to
hold up the new Attorney General in
exchange for more documents related
to their fishing expedition—which, so
far, has been long on fishermen and
short on fish.

Let’s remember that over the last 7
months, the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee has held no fewer than 13 hear-
ings on the U.S. attorneys matter—13
hearings. The administration has co-
operated extensively in this process. It
has provided more than 8,000 pages of
documents, along with dozens of wit-
nesses in both public hearings and pri-
vate interviews.

None of these documents, none of
these witnesses, none of these hearings
has produced evidence of illegality on
the part of the administration in the
U.S. attorneys matter. Despite their
best efforts, our Democratic friends
have candidly and publicly conceded
they have yet to find—again, in their
own words—a ‘‘smoking gun,”’ which is
not to say these investigations have
been a complete waste of time for Sen-
ate Democrats.

While the Senate Judiciary Com-
mittee was holding hearings, the
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Democratic Senatorial Campaign Com-
mittee was hard at work too. Accord-
ing to the Washington Post, as the Ju-
diciary Committee hearings began, the
Democrats’ campaign committee began
to raise money off the matter.

Here, in fact, is a copy of one of the
DSCC’s fundraising solicitations. It
points to the U.S. attorneys matter
and asks for a donation. Interesting
timing.

Well, Madam President, as the adage
goes: The proof is in the pudding. Our
Democratic colleagues will help prove
their concern for the Justice Depart-
ment was genuine and not motivated
by partisan politics by confirming a
nominee in a timely manner.

Now, we know what the precedents
are. Since the Carter administration, it
has taken, on average—let me say this
again—since the Carter administra-
tion, it has taken, on average, about 3
weeks from nomination to confirma-
tion for a nominee for Attorney Gen-
eral—3 weeks, on average, from nomi-
nation to confirmation for Attorneys
General since the Carter administra-
tion.

Some nominees have actually taken
less time. Benjamin Civiletti and Janet
Reno, the second Attorney General
nominees of President Carter and
President Clinton, were confirmed in 12
and 13 days, respectively, after their
nominations. Richard Thornburgh,
President Reagan’s third Attorney
General, was confirmed 17 days after he
was nominated.

Now is the chance for our Democratic
colleagues to prove they meant what
they said. If they were serious when
they cried out for new leadership at the
Justice Department, they will follow
Senate precedent. They will carefully
weigh the qualifications of the nomi-
nee and vote in a timely fashion, as has
been the case since the Carter adminis-
tration.

If, instead, our colleagues inten-
tionally delay the nominee and hold
him or her hostage, they will show the
American people that their concern for
the Department was insincere and that
they simply did not mean it when, as
the senior Senator from New York put
it: ““This Nation needs a new attorney
general, and it can’t afford to wait.”

In these times, it is especially impor-
tant that the Senate act promptly. We
are, after all, at war, and as the distin-
guished ranking member of the com-
mittee has noted, apart from the De-
fense Department, no Department of
the executive branch is more impor-
tant to defending our Nation than the
Department of Justice.

So, Madam President, we need to act.

I thank the Chair, and I yield the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from North Dakota.

Mr. CONRAD. Madam President, I
just note, listening to the Republican
leader, it is a little difficult to accuse
us of delaying a nomination that has
not yet been made. This is a new one.

The way it works is the President ac-
tually has to nominate somebody be-
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fore we can consider the nomination.
So before we rush out here and start
accusing our side of delaying a nomina-
tion that has not yet been made, they
might want to direct their attention to
the White House. They are the ones
who have an obligation to make the
nomination.

PAY-GO

Mr. CONRAD. Madam President, I
have come to the floor because at the
end of last week the ranking member
of the Budget Committee made a
speech on pay-go in which he suggested
it is a meaningless exercise and that it
makes no contribution to fiscal respon-
sibility. I come to the floor because I
beg to differ, and I think I have a re-
sponsibility, as chairman of the Budget
Committee, to give the other side of
the story.

The Senate pay-go rule says that any
new mandatory spending or tax cuts
must be offset or get a supermajority
vote. So if you want new spending or
new tax cuts, you can have them, but
you either have to pay for them or get
a supermajority vote. That is the Sen-
ate rule. It is a good rule, and it has
been effective at contributing to fiscal
discipline.

If we look back in history, here is
what we see, as demonstrated on this
chart. We had a strong pay-go rule in
effect from 1991 to 2000, and the deficit
was reduced each and every year. In
fact, we moved into surplus—in fact, a
surplus so large that for 2 years we
stopped using the Social Security trust
fund to fund the operating expenses of
the Federal Government. That is what
happened with a strong pay-go rule.

Then our colleagues on the other side
took control of both Chambers, took
control of the White House, weakened
the pay-go rule, and look what hap-
pened to deficits afterward. The sur-
plus was squandered. We moved into
deficits that grew year after year after
year to record levels.

Now we have restored pay-go, and we
are moving back toward a balanced
budget. Pay-go, in fact, is working. The
Senate pay-go scorecard shows a posi-
tive balance of $450 million. So, in fact,
pay-go is working. Every bill coming
out of conference this year has been
paid for. Every one that has come out
of conference has been paid for, or
more than paid for. Pay-go also has
provided a significant deterrent, pre-
venting many costly bills from ever
being offered. Let me say I know that
because as the Budget Committee
chairman, I am besieged by Members
who want to somehow get around pay-
go. When we tell them: No, we are
going to insist that things be paid for,
it is quite remarkable how many of
these things go away or are reduced so
that they can be paid for.

Now, Senator GREGG himself, in a
previous incarnation, was a strong sup-
porter of pay-go. Here is what he said
previously:

The second budget discipline, which is pay-
go, essentially says if you are going to add a
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